5668- S

Sponsor(s): Senate Commttee on Financial Institutions, |Insurance
& Housing (originally sponsored by Senators Prentice, Deccio,
Sel |l ar, Newhouse, Hale, Anderson and W nsl ey)

Brief Title: Allowi ng the departnent of health to adopt a tenporary
wor ker housi ng code.

SB 5668-S - DI GEST
(DI GEST AS PASSED LEG SLATURE)

Provi des that tenporary worker housing shall be constructed,
altered, or repaired as provided in chapter 70.114A RCW

Declares an intent of the legislature that the initial
tenporary worker building code adopted by the departnent be
substantially equivalent to the tenporary worker building code
devel oped by the state buil ding code council as directed by section
8, chapter 220, Laws of 1995, and presented to the |legislature on
Decenber 1, 1996.

Declares an intent to provide a tenporary worker housing
bui | di ng code that will encourage private devel opnent of tenporary
wor ker housing, and w |l accommpbdate a w de range of building
mat eri al s and new and i nnovative construction formats that are not
possi bl e under previously applicabl e codes.

VETO MESSAGE ON SB 5668-S
May 20, 1997
To the Honorabl e President and Menbers,
The Senate of the State of WAshi ngton

Ladi es and Gentl enen:

| am returning herewith, wthout ny approval, Substitute
Senate Bill No. 5668 entitled:

"AN ACT Rel ating to tenporary worker buil ding codes;"

Substitute Senate Bill 5668 would direct the Departnent of
Health to adopt, by rule, the tenporary worker building code
devel oped by the state building code council. The intent of this

new code was to encourage the devel opnent of tenporary worker
housi ng by reducing the standards of the regular building code
while still neeting the basic health and safety needs of workers.

It iswith difficulty that | have cone to the decision to veto
SSB 5668. Existing living conditions for farm workers and their
famlies are deplorable. From April through Novenber, there are
t housands of people working the harvest in the state of Washi ngton
who live wthout basic housing and sanitary facilities, in
conditions that our society should, and does, find unacceptable.
It is ny firmconviction that we nust resol ve t he need for adequate
housi ng for the thousands of workers who are the backbone of the
agricultural econony of this state.

SSB 5668 represents a comendabl e effort to address this issue
and to inprove the living conditions of farmworkers. | appreciate
the hard work and good intentions of the people and the state
agenci es responsible for developing this proposal for tenporary



wor ker housi ng. However, our state can do better in neeting the
basi ¢ requi renents for adequate housing.

Wile this legislation addresses the issues related to
construction of tenmporary housing structures, it fails to address
the basic living conditions of the workers and children who woul d
reside in these structures. There is no certainty in the
requirenents for insulation to protect from the heat and cold;
standards for electricity; and sinple provisions for occupancy,
such as refrigeration for the mlk and nedicine for the children

who will live in these structures.
Finally, SSB 5668 does not have the support or acceptance of
the people it is intended to help. Farm workers and Spani sh

speaki ng people across the state have voiced their opposition to
this legislation and to a buil di ng code they consi der sub-standard.

Wthout their support, |eadership and commtnent, | am convi nced
that there will be no solution to the housing problem for farm
wor ker s.

This veto should not be interpreted as the end of the process,
but rather a call to continue from this point to inprove this
proposal so that we may bring forward a better solution to farm
wor ker housing. This problemcannot be solved in one piece; there
is a need for adequate af fordabl e comunity housing for workers who
are year-round residents, and a need for on-site housing for peak
agricultural seasons. Farmworkers, growers, farmng conmunities
and state agencies nust conme together on a nore conprehensive
housi ng proposal that results in good, quality housing for our
agricul tural workers.

For these reasons, | have vetoed Substitute Senate Bill No.
5668 in its entirety.

Respectful ly submtted,
Gary Locke
Gover nor



